Special 
Election 
Issue 


CUSA is holding its annual general 
elections on March 8, 9, and 10. 

On top of the visual voting for the two 
Co-Presidents and 28 Legislative Coun- 
cillors, there will be two referendums on 
this year’s ballot. 

One referendum asks students to rati- 
fy new by-laws for CUSA. This question 
is meant to follow up a referendum last 
year in which students gave CUSA a 
mandate to incorporate itself. With in- 
corporation, a new, legal constitution 
must be in effect. The constitution (by- 
laws) drafted by Legislative Council and 
published in last Friday’s Link are pro- 
posed so as to make CUSA a legal body. 

The other referendum is to give stu- 
dents a voice in choosing which national 
(Quebec-wide) student association they 
would like to belong to, if any. CUSA is 
currently a member (not in good stand- 
ing) of the Regroupement des Associa- 
tions Etudiantes Universitaires (RAEU), 
and is proposing to leave RAEU to join 
Association Nationale des Etudiants/es 
du Quebec (ANEQ). 

Inside this issue of Solecism, you will 
find the reports of a pro-ANEQ commit- 
tee and a pro-by-laws committee. These 
committees were set up by Legislative 
Council at a recent meeting. A pro- 
RAEU committee formed at the same 
time, declined to submit an article. Pro- 
posed anti-by-law and anti-national asso- 
ciation committees were never set up 
due to lack of support. 

Also inside are interviews conducted 
with the two Co-Presidential slates in the 
election. These interviews were con- 
ducted as a follow-up to the recent inter- 
views published in the Link and concen- 
trate more on internal CUSA issues. 

With all this information, students 
cannot help but go out and make an in- 
formed vote in their student elections. 
Vote. March 8, 9 and 10. 
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VOTING DAYS: Tuesday March 8th 
Wednesday March 9th 
Thursday March 10th 


POLL HOURS: Open 10am 
Close 9pm 


POLL LOCATIONS 


Sir George 
Hall Building: Lobby, 7th floor, 9th floor 
Fine Arts Building: Lobby 
Norris Building: Lobby 


Loyola 
Administration Building: Lobby 
Vanier Library: Entrance 
Campus Centre: Main Floor 
Athletic Complex: Entrance 


ee fee SIME 
Guise HEN, Mitr 


You To Wore, ok! 


March 


Published by the CUSA 


Information dept. 


Volume 2 Number 7 


1983 


ellis-MacDonald 


What is THE priority for you next 
year if you win? 

Our major priority for next year is to 
renegotiate existing contracts if incorpo- 
ration passes. We also want to get the 
Orientation Program started so that we 
will be ready for the students in Sept- 
ember. 


What, in your opinion, is the role of 
Legislative Council and Departmen- 
tal Council in the decision-making 
process of the association? 
Legislative Council is a forum for debate. 
It is where students may voice their opin- 
ions on student issues. Its major role is to 
organize student government and to dis- 
tribute student funds. 

Departmental Council is a forum for stu- 
dents and administration to discuss 
issues that pertain to each faculty. 


Do you think that your being rela- 
tively new to the association is an 
advantage? 

First of all, we are not new to CUSA. 
Though we are not experienced in the 
day-to-day running of CUSA, we feel that 
we have a fresh approach to the prob- 
lems that plagued CUSA in the past. We 
feel that our new ideas will help CUSA 
run smoothly in the future. 


Why do you support ANEQ? 

We feel that ANEQ is more interested in 
our students than in our student funds. 
By going to ANEQ, Concordia will have a 


stronger voice in student affairs. 


Do you think CUSA has a strong 
enough voice in university affairs? 
How could it be improved? 

We feel that CUSA has a strong voice 
even though we did not have a say in the 
Peat, Marwick Study nor in the Fahey 
Report which were to plan Concordia’s 
future. We feel that by informing the 
Concordia population, we can get more 
people involved in student government. 


What do you think students expect 
from CUSA? 

Students expect to be informed of the 
goings-on of CUSA that affect them 
directly. They also want their student 
funds to be managed efficiently. 


How do you think CUSA could better 
communicate with its members, the 
students? 

By holding information meetings every 
month, we feel that we can better inform 
the general population of Concordia. We 
also feel that student publications such as 
The Link and Solecism are the best ways 
of informing students. 


Do you have any ideas on how CUSA 
could be restructured to better serve 
students? 

We feel that CUSA is well organized right 
now, so we don’t really want to change its 
structure. But we do want to establish a 
strong executive and a smoothly running 
Legislative Council. 


CUSA Co-Presi 


Council 
Seats 


Arts and Science (12) 
Robert Adelson 
David Baird 
Lawrence Cobb 
Nichola Dyer 
Scott Ferguson 
Paul Gott 
Deborah Konig 
Robert Lachance 
Gilles Laurence 
Stella Lumia 
Genevieve Morin 
Louis Musto 
Michael Thompson 
Pete Wheeland 
Greg Zador 


Commerce (8) 
Heather Baird (acclaimed) 
Michael Del Balso (acclaimed) 
Graeme McPhaden (acclaimed) 
Patrick Chatelain 
Tae il Chung 
John Dathan 
Peter Diekmeyer 
Zsolt Ferenczy 
Michael Leblanc 
Terry Lee 
Domenic Pappadia 


Engineering and Computer Science 
Vincent Blusanovics (4) 
Tim Collins 
Fred De Luca 
Richard Guevera 
Silvia Romero 


Fine Arts (4) 
(no nominations received) 
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What is THE priority for you next 
year if you win? 

As is always basic to CUSA, our priority 
will be an active and effective Education 
Department. It is, and always will be the 
central core of CUSA. We will do this by 
assuring continuity and communication 
between our representatives on univer- 
sity bodies and by having more informa- 
tion flow within CUSA. 

We also want to create a Student Advo- 
cate who would be geared to students’ 
individual needs—appealing marks, re- 
viewing grades, etc.—someone who is 
familiar with university procedures and 
who can help students on the spot. 


What, in your opinion, is the role of 
Legislative Council and Departmen- 
tal Council in the decision-making 
process of the association? 
Legislative Council will handle the opera- 
tional policy of the association. It’s a body 
where all students’ views are, or can be, 
represented. Departmental Council, on 
the other hand, serves as a feedback 
mechanism for students through their 
Departmental Associations. It’s the lead- 
ing policy-making body in the realm of 
Education for CUSA. 


Do you think your experience is a 
serious advantage in running for 
Co-Presidents? 

Our experience with the member associ- 
ations of CUSA gives us the knowledge 
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of the areas within CUSA that have the 
best potential for growth. We know 
which areas need attention and can apply 
ourselves directly to them instead of 
using the summer to learn the problems 
as has happened in the past. On the other 
hand, our experience within the univer- 
sity will be invaluable. We know how the 
system works and who to contact for 
problems in any area. 


Why do you support ANEQ? 

In the past, CUSA has dealt with both 
ANEQ and RAEU. Our experience is 
that RAEU is not responsive to CUSA’s 
needs, to the point where they recently 
expelled one of our representatives from 
a meeting. 

ANEQ has been responsive to our opin- 
ions and acknowledges our special posi- 
tion in the Quebec student movement. 
ANEQ has also shown willingness to 
adapt its structures to our needs. 


Do you think CUSA has a strong 
enough voice in university affairs? 
How could it be improved? 

At present, CUSA has up to one-third 
membership on most university bodies. 
One of CUSA’s long-term goals is to 
bring membership to a minimum of one- 
third on all bodies. 

More importantly, we must keep our 
representatives better informed of the 
issues and arguments in the areas that 
they represent. Again, CUSA needs 
more, better, information flow. 
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What do you think students expect 
from CUSA? 

Basically, students expect three things: 
Collectively, they must be well-repre- 
sented on university bodies and in uni- 
versity policy-making. Individually, they 
have to be helped through university red 
tape at registration, course change, 
appeals, etc. Also, they expect the asso- 
ciation to round out their academic life 
with well-planned, enjoyable social events. 


How do you think CUSA could better 
communicate with its members, the 
students? 

It’s ridiculous to expect 23,000 students 
to come in and talk to us. We hope, how- 
ever, to stimulate activity in Departmen- 
tal Associations. We could then get more 
students involved and get more feedback 
from these specialized groups. On the 
other hand, we will continue to reach 
students through Solecism, the Hand- 
book, leaflets, and by encouraging the 
production of smaller specialized news- 
letters. 


Do you have any ideas on how CUSA 
could be restructured to better serve 
students? 

We don't believe that a massive restruc- 
turing is needed. But, by encouraging 
more individuals to participate in our var- 
ious departments, it should speed 
CUSA’s reaction to problems through a 
quicker grasp of the issues. 


Any other comments? 

Basically, we feel that our two years of 
experience in CUSA should make the 
difference this year. In the past, Co- 
Presidents have had to spend months 
just being introduced to CUSA, its struc- 
tures, the direction it has taken in the 
past, and the issues it is currently facing. 
We won't have to do this. We know 
where CUSA is, what it is, and where it’s 
going. If we’re elected, we will be com- 
plete Co-Presidents for 12 months, not 
eight. 


& Pro By-Laws Committee Report 


By Paul Arnkvarn 

Four score and student associations 
ago, a struggling, bubbling, genderless 
baby was born. It was called CUSA. 

It was conceived out of the full-time 
students’ association of Loyola (LSA),the 
part-time students’ association of Loyola 
(LESA), the full-time association at Sir 
George (DSA) and the part-time associa- 
tion at Sir George (PTSA). The idea 
behind such a plan was the concept of 
unity of all students in the light of the 
growing unification that was (and is) tak- 
ing place in every area of Concordia. 

After all, this goal had been the life’s 
ambition of some students ever since the 
first rumours of a Loyola-Sir George 


merger. 

A problem lay in fundamental differen- 
ces between the four groups, based on 
such primal urges as ego, the willingness 
to influence one’s final CV, and the 
buddy-can-you-spare-a-job syndrome. 
The result of all the bickering was some 
strange structures and regulations in a 
constitution that was eventually ratified 
through a referendum and which CUSA 
currently endures. 

This document was the result of inevit- 
able and unparalelled compromise. And, 
yes, as anyone would expect, there were 
more holes in it than in a good-sized 
chunk of Swiss cheese. 

There is good news inall this, however: 


Committees (there have been several) 
have struggled desperately with the gar- 
gantuan task of reformulating a constitu- 
tion which all students are now given a 
chance to ratify via a referendum. 

VOTE YES because: Finally, in all mat- 
ters, students will be given the finaly say 
through student-initiated referendums. 
Finally, the political hot potato of stream- 
lining our judicial system to guarantee 
true protection of students’ constitu- 
tional rights has been settled. 

Accountability, responsibility, stream- 
lining, effectiveness. All good reasons 
you should vote “YES” on March 8, 9 and 
10. 


Pro-ANEQ Committee Report 


By Pete Wheeland 

By now, many students will have read, 
in past issues of The Link and Solecism, 
about the poor state of the Quebec stu- 
dent movement. Now the time has come 
for Concordia students to decide whether 
we will sit idly by while the movement 
disintegrates—or whether we will give 
our support, energy, resources and 
membership to the only group capable of 
rebuilding a war-torn movement: ANEQ. 

All of us in the CUSA External Affairs 
Committee have come to the obvious 
conclusion that our inaction will serve 
only to speed the demise of the move- 
ment. Many of us believe that a “Neither” 
vote in the upcoming referendum is equi- 
valent to saying “I don’t want student 
associations to work together to protect 
the interests of their members.” This is 
not to imply that students who vote 
“Neither” think this way, but this will be 
the overall effect of a strong “Neither” 
vote. 

Many other universities and colleges 
are watching Concordia’s actions. The 
fact that McGill has just joined ANEQ is 
due to, for the most part, CUSA’s analy- 
sis of the state of the movement. Con- 
cordia has traditionally played a leader- 
ship role within the movement, and our 
direction will help determine the direc- 
tion of many other student associations. 

The External Affairs department of 
CUSA has recommended withdrawal 
from RAEU for the past two years. The 
“personality conflicts” and “communica- 
tion problems” that RAEU says are in the 
past are still here today. It is interesting to 
note that the “personality conflicts” have 
spanned four different CUSA External 
Vice-Presidencies while the characters in 
RAEU have remaned the same. 


Another problem with RAEU is that it 
has gotten more and more defensive and 
antagonistic as it loses more members. In 
the last two years, it has lost half its 
members—and half of those have gone 
to ANEQ. 

CUSA’s Vice-President External, Glen 
Murray, was recently barred from por- 
tions of an RAEU meeting and all he 
could find out about one of the agenda 
items was that it would “blow the other 
movements out of the water.” This is not 
exactly what we’d describe as a founda- 
tion of cooperation on the part of RAEU. 

ANEQ, on the other hand, has shown 
us nothing but good intentions and a 
strong and active leadership. ANEQ has 
supported CUSA even while we were full 
RAEU members. But the reason we sup- 
port ANEQ is not simply to compensate 
for their past support, but because we 
believe it is the most democratic, active, 
vocal and representative student group 
in the province. 

It is ironic that what many have labelled 
a “college association” is more active in 
the areas in which CUSA has established 
its priorities: cutbacks and financial aid. 
RAEU, which is supposedly “our univer- 
sity association”, has practically ignored 
these issues. 

Admittedly, ANEQ has hada turbulent 
history. At one point it was dominated by 
a group of people somewhat left of Mao 
Tse-Tung and in 1979 it lost most of its 
university membership. But it has learned 
from its own history and is today a very 
open and cooperative association. The 
far-left wingers have left ANEQ since it 
started demanding they state their politi- 
cal affiliations when running for office. 
These people still hang around the 


fringes of ANEQ meetings, as they do in 
the Ontario and Canadian Federations of 
Students, but they are about as influen- 
tial as Joe Clark would be in a meeting of 
the NDP. 

For the past year, the CUSA External 
Affairs members have been observing 
ANEQ and talking to its members, exec- 
utives and its critics. CUSA, too, has 
been critical of ANEQ, but we’ve also 
found that ANEQ has been receptive to 
those criticisms. Many of the changes 
which ANEQ is currently considering are 
a direct result of our observations. As 
well, we have found that many of the 
present criticisms of ANEQ are based on 
the ANEQ of the past—not the ANEQ of 
today. 

We believe that all Concordia students 
should join with us in supporting the 
ANEQ option. This belief is based on the 
cooperative, compromising and con- 
cerned attitudes of ANEQ and its mem- 
bers. It is the only group which is truly 
devoted to re-uniting the movement 
without trying to “blow the other associa- 
tions out of the water.” It has established 
strong links with the Canadian Federa- 
tion of Students and is hopeful that 
Quebec students will eventually join with 
their peers across Canada. 

Insum, ANEQ has been trying to build 
the movement, expand its contacts and 
cooperate with all groups who have sim- 
ilar aims. As Joanne Muzzo, ANEQ’s 
Secretary of Information said to me 
recently, “I didn’t join ANEQ because it is 
ANEQ. I joined because I’m concerned 
about what is happening to students and 
to education. I’m willing to work with 
anybody who has the same concerns.” 

Can Concordia students say less? 


